May 1, 1977 " EfflO EE HOOTER MEMO OF 11/25/65 to ^CEEP SEH73CE 

■bys Howard Eoffm am 

My first response upon reading tiiis memo, particularly bottom p. 4 to top p, 5 
was that it does not say it bas been widely r^orfced to s^, most notably by 
Richard %>r^ae, foMner Chief Counsel, House committee. 

0 &r%ue held a press conference on 4/H/77f and is quoted in the HT Times of the 

next d^. He also made suhst antially similar ramaits to Dm Rather, as broadcast 
on CBS's "Ebio's TSho" on I quote from p* 9 that trmscript: 

hawe 3ast recently iincovered a document by the FBI, hy J* Edgar Hoover, 

tb|sh T?RT agents listened to that t^e that the Cli had of Oswald, 
after the assassiaation of President Remedy, md that the agent^ stated that 
the voice on thdt t^e was not Oswald.»»*lf that t^e was in. existence after the 
assassination Of PissidKit Kenneay, ^y in the world would it hsve been destroyed, 
if it was destroyed?'" . • 

Sorague had earlier noted that the CIA claims the t^e waS routinely erased fOT reuse 
before the assassinatien. Of course, it would bp significant if the tape had been 
preserved until aft®r the assassination and then destroyed. 

But the Hoover mepo does not expressly state this, ill it says is that FBI agents 
f miliar with Oswald hare listened to the tape. It does not There is m 

inference th^ it was done after the asasination, .hat only m inference.. It could hare 
been done before. Consider these facts: 

The CIA's identifications of Oswsld in its IO/IO /63 telpgrm to FBI et. si. waP 
only tentative. Obviously, the FBI had to hare some doubts that it 
fS^^lhe^Slie-e HEBEf) aSd the description were wrong. HoovSr 
of 4/6/64 th£t oa 10/l8/6J.^8n FBI liason rep. in Mexaco City w^ famished ^diticm^ 
formation "and he'airWd follow.«p wilh CIA in Mexico City for further i^on^icn 
md st?)^t©d to oljck to eatfitolieh Oswald? s eptry 

Was reported to t^e FBI by their l<^al #tache in Mfflcico in a,l0/l8/65 oabl^rm, _ 
m item. 61 ) . The FBI S lo/22 sent down "a brief Summ^ of data to the 

fSesW ie Oawkd (Id., itto 62). .and on the ssre day the Dallas office s^t a telpgram 
to Waghington HQ areporttog that it bad received info from CIA about Oswald ® . 

CO Mexico City (id., item 57). 

CIA smt a teletype to Hary a^tog for 2 copies of its most recent photo of Oswald 
^0 f^ard to^eSco "to tetemine if the i®® OSffAhD to Mexico Cx1y and subje^^^^ 
the saae todividiiLdL." (Cl 631*B) Helms notes in a 5/24/64 memo to Rmkin (CD 651) toat 
Sto -|£ phfe -pieU^ly, hcw««, tf CIA md IBl a 

^rmintog if Oswd.d had been in Mexico City, they woulto't J®"® ^ 
recniest to Hary. Peihws that is one of the reamas that Hosty thKi 

f o^Oswald. is conSiv^le that the "information" exchange hetwem FBI and CIA - 

in Mexico City toelnded>he t^e recording aid that the FBI agents ^stened to the 

t^e before the- assassination in connection with this effprt to identify Oswald. 

: Rote also Prague's statement that the Agents said the voice on the t^e waS not 
Oswd-d?^. .teato* the memo does not this, Ih at the memo s^s specifically is thit 
the ^©nts observ^ed photographs of "the individual referred to above and b^e likened 
S alSorfSg S .f tte=e.^ecx* a«^of the .^taioh the* the abo^efen 

to individtt^ was not Dee Harrey Osw^d." How, this singly does not sp^^acally state 
the basis on rhicli .ihe^^ejqta male iiieir. negative identification, Promtthe language 
used it could h*e been on the basis of both the t^e and the photos, or either. However , 
consider the likelihood of tiaich it w^. The photos presum^ly are the "ami" photos, 
and from, these it is ^parent that the mm is not Oswald . On that basis alone, anyone 
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v&io lia^ seen apho^feo of Osard-d could li®re made the negative identification. Is it 
liJcany that the ^enta we&ld hsive heen stole to hove fonaed as confident m. opinion 
iust on the, basis of the tape reconding? Voices are very often distorted over ’the- 
phone. Eere ns/f- had hot only a voice altered by the phone but then ^ce mo^ by 
W recorded^ 'Ofthpurse/we do not know the guaLity of the recording, but airely there 
Was bound to be dissimilarity in the voice, even if it really was Oswald ®* 

Wh^ I an s^ing is we have no way of knowing ^st how certain these agscts were wet 
the voice cn the tape was not Oswald’s, indeed if th^ felt that wsy at all* The 
photos would have been enough for then to mdce a n^ative identiXicatxon ^d that nay 
be the real nsming of wiiab Hoover is saying in this craftily worded mSmo, 



it my rate, it is a’clear mlsrepresoatation to demribe idiat the memo s^s as 
Prague does. t 
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